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PER CURI AM

Joseph M All sbrook appeals the district court’s order
denying relief on his 42 U S.C. § 1983 (2000) conplaint. W issued
a deci si on on August 18, 2004, affirmng the district court’s order
in part, but also vacating in part, and remanding for further

consideration. Allsbrook v. Terrangi, No. 04-6520 (4th Cr. Aug.

18, 2004) (unpublished). The Appellees then petitioned for
rehearing, which we have granted by separate order. W now affirm
the district court’s order in all respects. As to Allsbrook’s
cl ai m he received i nadequate nedical care, we affirmthe district
court’s order denying relief. As to Allsbrook’s claimthat the
prison drug rehabilitation programwas unconstitutional under the
First Arendnent because it required participants torecite a creed,
we affirm the district court’s order denying relief. As to
Al | sbrook’ s assertion that the prison drug rehabilitation program
was unconstitutional under the First Amendnent because it required
himto watch a video recomendi ng participation in a Christian or
religious fellowship group, we affirm the district court’s
dism ssal of this claim for failure to exhaust admnistrative
renedi es. Wiile the record reveals that on Novenber 8, 2002

Al l sbrook filed an informal conplaint regarding this claim

Al | sbrook provided the district court no docunentati on proving t hat
he pursued a formal grievance or his avail able appeals. W note

that, because the district court dismssed this claim wthout
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prejudi ce, Allsbrook may yet be able to provide the requisite proof
to pursue this claim W dispense with oral argument because the
facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before the court and argument would not aid the
deci sional process. Allsbrook’s notion for appoi ntnment of counsel

i s deni ed.
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